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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Claims 1 and 3-10 are pending in this application. Claims 9 and 10 have been 
added. Claims 1 and 3-8 have been amended. Applicant's request for reconsideration of 
the finality of the rejection of the last Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the 
finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 8/10/2009, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been fully considered. Some 
arguments are persuasive and some are not. The arguments that are not persuasive 
are addressed below: 

Arguments under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
Arguments to Claim 1: 

a) The prior art Shoji does not suggest "wherein said definition files are provided 
on a field device basis". 
Arguments to Claim 9: 

a) The prior art Gretta does not suggest the feature wherein diagnostic data is 
read from the field devices. 
Response to arguments of Claim 1: 

As to point a, the argument has been considered but is not persuasive. The claim 
limitation recites "create definition files that define the way the data of said field devices 
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is displayed" and "said definition files are provided on a field device basis". Shoji 
discloses an ACF1 1 (I/O module) which acts as a fieldbus device that interconnects a 
fieldbus system with a Distributed Control System. The ACF1 1 includes a definition file 
builder that defines configuration data for each fieldbus device. The data is then 
downloaded to its respective fieldbus device where its status can be viewed on an HIS 
screen (pg. 23, Col. 2). Therefore, there is provided a definition file for each field device. 

Response to arguments of Claim 9: 

As to point a, the argument has been considered but is not persuasive. Gretta 
does not limit the data read when the field devices and blocks are scanned across the 
network. Therefore, the diagnostic data may also be included in the general description 
of the data read as described in the reference Gretta. 

As to any claims not specifically discussed, the applicants argued that it was 
patentable for one of the reasons discussed above. Please see response to above 
arguments for unspecified discussions. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1 and 3-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gretta, Jr. (6,076,952), in view of Shoji et al. (Fieldbus System Engineering, 1999). 

With respect to claim 1, Gretta discloses: 

• data acquisition device for reading data from field devices connected to a 
fieldbus (Col. 10, lines 8-16) 

• description device for writing data read by said data acquisition device 
(Col. 10, lines 45-67) 

• generation device for interpreting data to generate display data (Col. 1 0, 
lines 59-67) 

• display device for displaying said generated display data on a personal 
computer on a network (Col. 10, lines 21-28) 

Gretta does not explicitly disclose creating definition files to define the way data 
of field devices are displayed. 

However, Shoji discloses creating definition files to define the way data of field 
devices are displayed (pg. 23, Col. 2, paragraph 2, "(2) Engineering of DCS...") 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Gretta to incorporate the 
teachings of Shoji to creating definition files to define the way data of field devices are 
displayed, because it will define configuration data that will be displayed for each field 
device. 
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With respect to claims 3 and 4, Gretta discloses the display device displays the 
diagnostic parameters of said field devices and the statuses (Col. 4, lines 38-48) 

Gretta does not explicitly disclose creating definition files to define the way data 
of field devices are displayed. 

However, Shoji discloses creating definition files to define the way data of field 
devices are displayed (pg. 23, Col. 2, paragraph 2, "(2) Engineering of DCS...") 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Gretta to incorporate the 
teachings of Shoji to creating definition files to define the way data of field devices are 
displayed, because it will define configuration data that will be displayed for each field 
device. 

With respect to claim 5, Gretta discloses said display device displays alarms 
present in said field devices (Col. 34, lines 44-50) 

Gretta does not explicitly disclose creating definition files to define the way data 
of field devices are displayed. 

However, Shoji discloses creating definition files to define the way data of field 
devices are displayed (pg. 23, Col. 2, paragraph 2, "(2) Engineering of DCS...") 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Gretta to incorporate the 
teachings of Shoji to creating definition files to define the way data of field devices are 
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displayed, because it will define configuration data that will be displayed for each field 
device. 

With respect to claim 6, Gretta discloses the display device has an area for 
setting an update interval at which said data acquisition device reads data from said 
field devices and said data acquisition device reads data from said field devices at said 
update interval set in said update interval setting area (Col. 34, lines 15-21) 

With respect to claim 7, Gretta discloses the update interval setting area is 
provided with a refresh button that allows said data acquisition device to read data from 
said field devices at a desired point in time, and said data acquisition device reads data 
from said field devices at said desired point in time set using said refresh button (Col. 
23, line 60) 

With respect to claim 8, Gretta does not explicitly disclose the display unit 
comprises a definition device for defining diagnostic parameters to be displayed on a 
field device basis, wherein said description device writes to said definition files 
according to definitions provided in said definition device 

However, Shoji discloses the display unit comprises a definition device for 
defining diagnostic parameters to be displayed on a field device basis, wherein said 
description device writes to said definition files according to definitions provided in said 
definition device (pg. 23, Col. 2, paragraph 2, "(2) Engineering of DCS...") 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Gretta to incorporate the 
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teachings of Shoji to definition device for defining diagnostic parameters, because it will 
define configuration data that will be displayed for each field device. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Esther Benoit whose telephone number is 571-270- 
3807. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday between 7:30 
a.m and 5 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Andrew Caldwell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2442 
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